
From: Ann L Havay 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: 

Mike Powell, Kathleen Abernathy, Michael Copps, KM KJMWEB 
Sun, Jun 1,2003 8:08 PM 
Please protect the public interest 

0 d 

As we just celebrated Memorial Day and our Freedoms. Please vote to keep 
the airwaves free from more corporate influence. 
Thanks, Ann 
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From: James Mewhirter 
To: 
Adelstein 
Date: 
Subject: Strengthen Regulations, PLEASE 

We need greater diversity options in the media, and more debate on critical issues. Don't let one point of 
view dominate a market. Strengthen regulations rather than deregulate, to insure same. 

Mike Powell, Kathleen Abernathy, Michael Copps, KM KJMWEB, Commissioner 

Sun, Jun 1,2003 8:13 PM 

Martha Mewhirter 

---James Mewhirter 
--- jmewhir@earthlink.net 
--- EarthLink: The #I provider of the Real Internet. 

mailto:jmewhir@earthlink.net
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From: Terry Taylor 
To: 
Adelstein 
Date: 
Subject: 

Dear Commissioners: 

My husband and I are very much against the current political move to loosen 
FCC restrictions and allow communication media to form giant, controlling 
entities, and thereby drastically chiping away at our first amendment 
rights and our abilities as Americans to hear all points of view. Please 
oppose this move. 

Thank you, 
Terry and Gary Tayior 
25426 Via Labrada 
Valencia, CA 91355 

Mike Powell, Kathleen Abernathy, Michael Copps, KM KJMWEB, Commissioner 

Sun, Jun 1,2003 823 PM 
Against current move to allow more communications monopolies 



From: Pearli48@aol.corn 
To: 
Adelstein 
Date: 
Subject: FCC Hearings corning up 

I AM STRONGLY OPPOSED TO ANY CHANGE IN THE CURRENT FCC REGULATIONS. i FEEL 
THAT AT PRESENT WE HAVE TOO FEW MEDIA OUTLETS CONTROLLING THE WAY THE NEWS IS 
FRAMED, AND WHICH NEWS IS REPORTED. I FEEL THAT ANY FURTHER EROSION IN THIS LAW 
WILL SABOTAUGE THE ABILITY OF THE PUBLIC TO OBTAIN SUFFICIENT INFORMATION TO 
ERFORM THEIR DUTIES AS AN INFORMED CITIZENSHIP. 

IT IS CLEAR THAT MAJOR NEWS OUTLETS, EVEN NOW, ARE MANAGED TO THE POINT THAT 
THE PRESENTATIONS ELIMINATE INTELLIGENT FACT FINDING IN THE DIFFERENT ISSUES, AND 
THE RESULT IS HOMOGENIZED INFOTAINMENT. WHY PUSH SOMETHING THAT IS ALREADY 
COMPREMISED TO EVEN GREATER EXTREMES? 

PLEASE DO NOT VOTE FOR SOMETHING THAT IS AGAINST THE CONSUMERS BEST INTEREST, 
WHILE ENCOURAGING THAT THE POWER AND PROFITS RESIDE IN A DECREASINGLY SMALL 
MINORITY. YOU HAVE GOT TO KNOW THAT SUCH A VOTE IS ULTIMATELY THE WRONG THING 
TO DO. 

Mike Powell, Kathleen Abernathy, Michael Copps, krnwebb@fcc.gov, Cornrnlssioner 

Sun, Jun 1, 2003 9:Oi PM 

mailto:krnwebb@fcc.gov


From: J Metolius 
To: Michael Copps 
Date: 
Subject: Bravo to you! 

Bravo to you for not wanting to capitulate to the big 
corporations who want to decrease the regulations on 
media monopolies!!!! 

Three cheers to you! 

I want more diversity in programming, not just a few 
compabies running everything. 

Thanks again! 
J.M. 

Sun, Jun 1,2003 9:12 PM 

Do you Yahoo!? 
Yahoo! Calendar - Free online calendar with sync to Outlook(TM). 
http://calendar.yahoo.com 

http://calendar.yahoo.com


From: Sean Sullivan 
To: Michael Copps 
Date: 
Subject: 

I am concerned about the FCC's recent actions 
regarding wireless portablity and broadcast ownership 
rules. The FCC has been disregarding the will of the 
people, whom it is legally bound to serve. I urge the 
FCC to begin listening to public comments more 
seriously and to increase its budget for public 
meetings, information sessions and outreach. 

Sean Sullivan 
Oakland, CA 

Sun, Jun 1,2003 9:23 PM 
concerned about role of public 



From: Roge1370wen @ aolcom 
To: 
Commissioner Adelstein 
Date: 
Subject: Competition 

I know you've received countless e-mails and letters about your expected ruling on June 2 allowing greater 
concentration of media ownership; here's one more asking that you postpone this decision. Anything that 
is opposed by Jesse Jackson, the NRA, the Washington Post, John McCain, and the ACLU must have 
some fundamental flaws. 
Thank you. 

Roger Green 
Librarian 
Albany, NY 

FCC FCCINFO, Mike Powell, Kathleen Abernathy, Michael Copps, KM KJMWEB, 

Sun, Jun 1,2003 9:44 PM 



From: bill berka 
To: mppowell @fcc.gov 
Date: 
Subject: BROADCAST OWNERSHIP RULES 

PURPOSE; THE PURPOSE OF THIS EMAIL IS TO DEMAND THAT THE PROPOSED RULES FOR 
EXPANDING THE MONOPOLY AND SPECIAL PRIVILEGES OF MEDIA CORPORATIONS BE 
DENIED. 

Media corporations have too much power over the contents of their material 
that they present to the public. 
The power that these media giants have comes from the public ownership of 
the airwaves that these corporations are using. 
It has been said that the US has a Free Press if you own one. That is true 
with these corporations. They have an agenda and it is not public interest 
but private interest. 
I just finished a book by Greg Palast, "The Best Democracy Money can Buy." 
He has investigated the concentration in the water, gas, electric, phone, 
and media corprorations all over the world. This grab for power is the 
continuation of a small group of monied corporations to divide the world 
into segments of influence that they control. Do not do as I do, but do as 
I say. 
This is nothing more than Adhesive coverage of the things we humans are 
concerned about. 
A good example of this is the Barrick case, in which the Bush's were 
involved. The Corporation used SLAP suits to silence opposition to their 
power grabs. Law Professor George Pring, University of Denver, calls these 
suits Strategic Lawsuits Against Public Participation." 
Since Andrew Jackson was President, Monopolies and their special privileges 
have been in direct violation of many state constitutions, including Texas. 
Concentrations of Power in a few corporations is not in the public interest. 

William Berka 
2101-U167 Lakeview Circle 
Lewisville, Denton county,TX 75057 
bberka@verizon net 

Sun, Jun 1,2003 8:49 PM 

Bill 
Berka ICQ#: 95407469 Current ICQ status: ( Home Tel#: 972-436-7859 + More 
ways to contact me 

cc: Kathleen Abernathy, Michael Copps, KM KJMWEB, Commissioner Adelstein 

mailto:fcc.gov


From: Kathy Christianson 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: 

I am already very concerned about the lack of fair and balanced reporting especially by Fox and MSNBC. 
Changing the rules to allow even greater media monopolies will only make this work. Please protect the 
public interest and don't cave due to pressure from media lobbiests or political pressure. Please don't 
ease the ownership restrictions. Please support diverse and independent ownership. 

Kathy Christianson 
23621 Maricio Dr. 
Valencia, CA 91355 

Kathleen Abernathy, Michael Copps, KM KJMWEB, Commissioner Adelstein 
Sun, Jun 1,2003 8:50 PM 
Please protect the public interest not big media 

- 
Do you Yahoo!? 
Free online calendar with sync to Outlook(TM). 



From: AI King 
To: Kathleen Abernathy 
Date: 
Subject: 

Commissioner Abernathy, 

Please consider carefully your position in regard to multiple ownership of radio stations. We heard 
Chairman Powell on television the other day. While the new media forms may well take a pre-eminent 
position in providing news and information, it is several years away at best, until broadband becomes a 
household use at a minimum. In spite of the FCC's efforts to expand broadband across the country, 
market forces are not currently adapted to accomplish that most desirable end. In the interim, 
conglomerate ownerships do and will shade the news, and information shared will fit the desires of the 
owners. 

Regardless of your view of liberal or conservative, neither should drive the information presented to the 
American public. Please maintain the restrictions on multiple ownerships. 

AI 8 Linda King 
1623 Arab Drive SE 
Olympia, WA 98501 

Sun, Jun 1,2003 8:56 PM 
Multiple Ownership of Radio Stations - MM Docket No. 01-317 



From: Derek Smith 
To: Commissioner Adelstein 
Date: 
Subject: Comments to the Commissioner 

Derek Smith (derek-stephaniesmith@yahoo.com) 

Sun, Jun 1,2003 8:59 PM 

rites: 

We were horrified to learn that the 50 top cable channels in the USA are 90% owned by the same people 
who own the TV networks. In addition, the 20 internet news sites are owned by the very same people. 
The proposal to change the regulations which will allow these organizations to further expand their 
influence and grip on the dissemination of information will limit the public's access to the widest range of 
viewpoints. 

We strongly urge that you reject the proposed changes to the regulations. 

Server protocol: HTTPA.1 
Remote host: 63.197.16.3 
Remote IP address: 63.197.16.3 



From: Bryan Eaton 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am writing as a citizen of the United States and a former broadcaster to strongly urge you to NOT ease 
the ownership restrictions 
for media being considered by you on June 1 of this year. 

In my opinion, the easing of ownership rules is monopolistic and does not serve the needs of the citizenry 
of this nation; who, in final analysis, actually own the airwaves. 

The average citizen receives little in return for ownership of the airwaves while media conglomerates 
make billions of dollars annually. If these rules are relaxed the citizens of the United States will be further 
precluded from the possibility of access to gain such a license and all that it would provide. 

The relaxed rules, if approved, will likelyfurther promote the expansion of large media outlets that has 
been historically growing as each limitation on ownership has been eased in the past. This results in 
homogenizing viewpoints and diminishing the local emphasis in news and entertainment. 

Additionally, the power held by large media outlets result in the same net effect controlling the music 
industry as payola activities did in the 1950s. There is no regulatory checks and balances to control the 
activities of media custodians in the day-to-day activities of broadcasting. Barring the re-licensing protests 
that can be advanced, there is little that protects the citizenry from the use or misuse of the huge power 
media conglomerates have on a daily basis. 

Indeed, the FCC should move to preclude the abuses that come with the conglomerate licensing of 
airwave facilities and move to allow much more competition in these marketplaces and possibly consider 
further limiting them from the current limits and move closer to the regulations as they existed in the late 
1970s. 

Please DO NOT ease the restrictions on media custodianships tomorrow. 

Best regards, 

Charles Eaton 
13629 Interurban Avenue S. 
Tukwila, WA 98168 

Mike Powell, Commissioner Adelstein, Michael Copps, Kathleen Abernathy 
Sun, Jun 1,2003 9:00 PM 
re proposed rule to ease media onership 



From: Pearl1 48@aoI.com 
To: 
Adelstein 
Date: 
Subject: FCC Hearings coming up 

I AM STRONGLY OPPOSED TO ANY CHANGE IN THE CURRENT FCC REGULATIONS. i FEEL 
THAT AT PRESENT WE HAVE TOO FEW MEDIA OUTLETS CONTROLLING THE WAY THE NEWS IS 
FRAMED, AND WHICH NEWS IS REPORTED. I FEEL THAT ANY FURTHER EROSION IN THIS LAW 
WILL SABOTAUGE THE ABILITY OF THE PUBLIC TO OBTAIN SUFFICIENT INFORMATION TO 
ERFORM THEIR DUTIES AS AN INFORMED CITIZENSHIP. 

IT IS CLEAR THAT MAJOR NEWS OUTLETS, EVEN NOW, ARE MANAGED TO THE POINT THAT 
THE PRESENTATIONS ELIMINATE INTELLIGENT FACT FINDING IN THE DIFFERENT ISSUES, AND 
THE RESULT IS HOMOGENIZED INFOTAINMENT. WHY PUSH SOMETHING THAT IS ALREADY 
COMPREMISED TO EVEN GREATER EXTREMES? 

PLEASE DO NOT VOTE FOR SOMETHING THAT IS AGAINST THE CONSUMERS' BEST INTEREST, 
WHILE ENCOURAGING THAT THE POWER AND PROFITS RESIDE IN A DECREASINGLY SMALL 
MINORITY. YOU HAVE GOT TO KNOW THAT SUCH A VOTE IS ULTIMATELY THE WRONG THING 
TO DO. 

Mike Powell, Kathleen Abernathy, Michael Copps, krnwebb@fcc.gov, Commissioner 

Sun, Jun 1,2003 9:Ol PM 

mailto:48@aoI.com
mailto:krnwebb@fcc.gov


From: Ann Hammonds 
To: 
Adelstein 
Date: 
Subject: Media Ownership Rules 

To: FCC Commissioners Kathleen 0. Abernathy, Michael J. Copps, Kevin 
J. Martin, Jonathan S. Adelstein and Chairman Michael K. Powell 

Mike Powell, Kathleen Abernathy, Michael Copps, KM KJMWEB, Commissioner 

Sun, Jun 1,2003 9:Ol PM 

I am deeply concerned about the proposed changes in media ownership 
that your commission is scheduled to vote on Monday, June 2,2003. I 
believe that allowing further consolidation of media ownership will 
restrict the diversity of opinion available on the public airways and 
thus is contrary to the ideals a democracy and ultimately threatens 
its continued existence. I urge you to to vote against relaxing 
ownership rules. The rush to pass these new rules is unseemly and 
suggests a motive other than the public interest. 

Sincerely, 

Ann S. Hammonds 
7036 Norfolk Road 
Berkeley, CA 94705 

cc: senator@feinstein.senate.gov, senator@ boxer.senate.gov, 
barbara.lee@ mail.house.gov 

mailto:senator@feinstein.senate.gov
http://boxer.senate.gov
http://mail.house.gov
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From: L Young 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: 

Dear FCC Commissioner: 
I recently became aware that the FCC is considering changes to 
broadcasthedia ownership rules. After carefully considering this matter, I 
concluded that relaxing the present ownership rules in NOT in the best 
interest of this country. I feel that a small number of large and powerful 
media companies would gain near total control on news and information across 
this country. If this were to happen, the chances are great that these 
entities would be able to control the news in such a manner that only one 
side on any issue would be presented. Thus, opposing views would be 
silences We have in the recent past seen this, viz. gun control groups were 
able to freely and widely present their side of the issue(s) while the anti 
gun control groups were unable to get equivalent air time even after 
offering to pay for the time. This power to block other views on issues 
could be applies to religious, ethnic, racial, gender, or any other group 
which the monopolies do not agree with. This is the danger. 
I therefore strongly urge you and the other FCC Commissioners to make NO 
changes to the existing ownership rules. 
Yours truly, 
Lie F.B. Young 
E Orange, NJ 07018 

Kathleen Abernathy, Michael Copps, KM KJMWEB, Commissioner Adelstein 
Sun, Jun 1,2003 9:08 PM 
Proposed changes to FCC media ownership rules. 

Protect your PC - get McAfee.com Virusscan Online 
http://clinic.mcafee.com/clinic/ibuy/campaign.asp~cid=3963 

http://McAfee.com


From: Michael J Gummere 
To: Kathleen Abernathy 
Date: 
Subject: FCC Media Ruling 

I want to express my opinion concerning the possible ruling of the Federal Communications Commission 
to relax laws governing media. I feel this would be a grave move for the American people. It will create 
media giants that will have total control over information. There will be no diversity of media and no local 
voice of the people. Media giants will dictate what the American people will see on the news, read in the 
paper, and here on the radio. I thought the FCC was established to prevent this form of monopoly. Is 
there any thing that can be done to prevent or stop this media domination? 

Sun, Jun 1,2003 931 PM 

Sincerely, 

Michael J Gummere 

Michael J Gummere 
6917 Vintage Drive 
Hudsonville, MI 49426 
mjgummere@yahoo.com 
61 6-91 5-5997 

mailto:mjgummere@yahoo.com


From: j woloszyn 
To: 
Adelstein 
Date: 
Subject: <No Subject> 

to all that this concerns: 

I understand that on monday, the 2nd of june 2003, 

you are going to vote on a very important matter 

that is going to impact the public for a long time 

to come 

i must urge you not to relax the rules on broadcast 

ownership rules. 

if we let large media corporations buy into smaller 

markets and eliminate them- we will in the final 

analysis loose the different perspectives of a free 

society. 

Mike Powell, Kathleen Abernathy, mcoops@fcc.gov, KM KJMWEB, Cornmissioner 

Sun, Jun 1,2003 9:20 PM 

john woloszyn 
desmoines, Washington 

The new MSN 8: smart spam protection and 2 months FREE' 

mailto:mcoops@fcc.gov
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From: Janet & John Walker 
To: Kathleen Abernathy 
Date: 
Subject: 

Dear Ms. Abernathy, 

The FCC proposal that would end the ban of cross-ownership of television stations and newspapers, 
allowing large media companies to gobble up ever more electronic outlets should not be approved. 
William Safire wrote a great column on it last week (included below for your perusal) in the NYT and Bill 
Moyers presented a great story Friday on his PBS show Now 
(http:/lwww.pbs.org/now/politics/mediaconsol.html). If you haven't seen it, you should get a hold of a tape 
or at the very least, explore his website on the topic. The story he presented was a worst case example of 
government corruption. Please prove them wrong and do the right thing for the public good by voting 
against this proposal. 

Sincerely, 

Janet Walker 
18517 NE 139th Street 
Woodinville, WA 98072 

Sun, Jun 1,2003 9:22 PM 
Cross-ownership of TV Stations and Newspapers 

425-882-7954 

May 22,2003 
The Great Media Gulp 
By WILLIAM SAFIRE 
(c) The New York Times 

WASHINGTON 

The future formation of American public opinion has fallen into the lap of an ambitious 36-year-old lawyer 
whose name you never heard. On June 2, after deliberations conducted behind closed doors, he will 
decide the fate of media large and small, print and broadcast. No other decision made in Washington will 
more directly affect how you will be informed, persuaded and entertained. 

His name is Kevin Martin. He and his wife, Catherine, now Vice President Dick Chenevs public affairs 
adviser, are the most puissant young "power couple" in the capital. He IS one of three Republican 
members of the five-person Federal Communications Commission, and because he recently broke ranks 
with his chairman, Michael Powell (Colin's son), on a telecom controversy, this engaging North Carolinian 
has become the swing vote on the power play that has media moguls salivating. 

The F C.C. proposal remains officially secret to avoid public comment but was forced into the open by the 
two commission Democrats. It would end the ban in most cities of cross-ownership of television stations 
and newspapers, allowing such companies as The New York Times, Washington Post and Chicago 
Tribune to gobble up ever more electronic outlets. It would permit Viacom, Disney and AOL Time Warner 
to control TV stations with nearly half the national audience. In the largest cities, it would allow owners of 
"only" two TV stations to buy a third. 

We've already seen what happened when the F.C.C. allowed the monopolization of local radio: today 
three companies own half the stations in America, delivering a homogenized product that neglects local 
news coverage and dictates music sales. 

And the F.C.C. has abdicated enforcement of the "public interest" requirement in issuing licenses. Time 
was, broadcasters had to regularly reapply and show public-interest programming to earn continuance: 
now they mail the F.C.C a postcard every eight years that nobody reads. 

http:/lwww.pbs.org/now/politics/mediaconsol.html


Ah, but aren't viewers and readers now blessed with a whole new world of hot competition through cable 
and the Internet? That's the shucks-we're-no-monopolists line that Rupert Murdoch will take today in 
testimony before the pussycats of John McCain's Senate Commerce Committee. 

The answer is no. Many artists, consumers, musicians and journalists know that such protestations of 
cable and Internet competition by the huge dominators of content and communication are malarkey. The 
overwhelming amount of news and entertainment comes via broadcast and print. Putting those outlets in 
fewer and bigger hands profits the few at the cost of the many. 

Does that sound un-conservative? Not to me. The concentration of power - political, corporate, media, 
cultural - should be anathema to conservatives. The diffusion of power through local control, thereby 
encouraging individual participation, is the essence of federalism and the greatest expression of 
democracy. 

Why do we have more channels but fewer real choices today? Because the ownership of our means of 
communication is shrinking. Moguls glory in amalgamation, but more individuals than they realize resent 
the loss of local control and community identity. 

We opponents of megamergers and cross-ownership are afflicted with what sociologists call "pluralistic 
ignorance." Libertarians pop off from what we assume to be the fringes of the left and right wings, but do 
not yet realize that we outnumber the exponents of the new collectivist efficiency. 

That's why I march uncomfortablyalongside CodePink Women for Peace and the National Rifle 
Association, between liberal Olympia Snowe and conservative Ted Stevens under the banner of "localism, 
competition and diversity of views.'' That's why, too, we resent the conflicted refusal of most networks, 
stations and their putative purchasers to report fully and in prime time on their owners' power grab 
scheduled for June 2. 

Must broadcasters of news act only on behalf of the powerful broadcast lobby? Are they not obligated, in 
the long-forgotten "public interest," to call to the attention of viewers and readers the arrogance of a 
regulatory commission that will not hold extended public hearings on the most controversial decision in its 
history? 

So much of our lives should not be in the hands of one swingvote commissioner. Let's debate this out in 
the open, take polls, get the president on the record and turn up the heat. 



From: Sean Sullivan 
To: Kathleen Abernathy 
Date: 
Subject: concerned about public involvement 

I am concerned about the FCCs recent actions 
regarding wireless portablity and broadcast ownership 
rules. The FCC has been disregarding the will of the 
people, whom it is legally bound to serve. I urge the 
FCC to begin listening to public comments more 
seriously and to increase its budget for public 
meetings, information sessions and outreach. 

Sean Sullivan 
Oakland. CA 

Sun, Jun 1,2003 9:22 PM 



From: Terry McCann 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: Media Ownership Regulations 

June 1,2003 

Dear Commissioners, 

I am writing guarding the loosening of the restrictions on media ownership. It concerns me that you would 
consider doing anything but tightening the rules. It would seem that a few influential individuals have tried 
to convince you to let them take over the distribution of information to the American public. I believe you 
are on this commission to protect the public good not make the best deal for corporate America. 

I have to be concerned when I hear one of the big radio stations in the area, KEX 1190 AM, call 
themselves "your hometown radio station ". KEX may have been at one time but now they are in fact a 
Clear Channel Station. What other lies and misconceptions are they broadcasting over the airways? Clear 
Channel is listed in the phone book as already owning 5 stations in the area; Infinity Broadcasting is listed 
as owning 6; and Entercom Radio Stations 5. Now they want your blessing for even greater control. 

It is time to take back the control. Other wise you might as well just dissolve the FCC and let these media 
giants take over. Is that what is meant when you hear the cries for less government? 

Terry McCann 

620 NW Wildwood Dr. 

Vancouver, WA 98665 

Mike Powell, KM KJMWEB, Kathleen Abernathy, Commissioner Adelstein 
Sun, Jun 1,2003 922 PM 



From: Evelyn Ducote 
To: Kathleen Abernathy 
Date: 
Subject: No media consolidation 

Please register my disapproval of the pending media consolidation rules that 
you will be voting on this coming Tuesday. I live in a small town that is 
home to two radio stations. One of the stations is in the process of being 
sold to Citadel Broadcasting. Citadel already owns several television and 
radio stations in a nearby larger city. My choice of locally broadcasted 
radio and television now consists of our one hometown radio station, three 
TV stations (one owned by Citadel) and 9 radio stations from the larger town 
up the road (5 Citadel, 4 Clearchannel). 

Baton rouge is approximately 75 miles away. During the Iraq war, one of the 
many Citadel stations in Baton Rouge actively encouraged their listeners, on 
the air, to go and disrupt an anti-war rally being held at Louisiana State 
University. The DJ, along with a group of over 100 people, (consisting of 
bikers carrying chains and drunken agitated young men with tire irons), 
arrived at the site of the "Peace" rally, where young families, college 
students, Vietnam vets and grandmothers had assembled to protest the war. At 
the DJ's direction, the group, assembled by him through on-air appeals 
during his radio show, proceeded to verbally and physically abuse the 
protestors. They threw rocks and cans at the anti-war protestors . The DJ 
even went as far as to publicly state that all anti-war protestors, and 
anyone found not supporting the President and our troops, deserved "A BULLET 
IN THE HEAD". This is a direct quote. Is this what I have to look forward 
to with media consolidation ...... more active encouragement of the murder of 
those with dissenting opinions, by corporate on-air radio personalities? By 
the way ... the DJ was never disciplined by his station ....... a Citadel owned 
station. None of the other many Citadel owned stations in the area, (radio 
or TV) carried the news that this had happened .... the local newspaper, The 
Baton Rouge Daily Advocate, carried the story. If the Advocate had been 
owned by anyone associated or sympathetic with Citadel, this atrocity would 
never have been publicized. To me, this proves that under the proposed media 
consolidation any manner of vicious crimes could be encouraged by someone 
associated with the majority media ownership in a city, and the public would 
never know about it. What else could they publicly encourage over the 
airwaves ...... the rape of middle-eastern women, the beating of Muslims, the 
arson of mosques ..... without being held accountable for their hate 
mongering? Do I want this kind of stuff all over the public airwaves, 
supposedly owned by the people? I certainly don't, and I don't think a 
majority of the country does either. Public airwaves should be used for the 
public good ....... not for the interests of big corporations and their 
advertisers. 

PLEASE STOP THIS INSANITY! 

Evelyn Ducote 
1908 Edson Street 
New Iberia, LA 70560 

dducotea aisp.net 

Sun, Jun 1,2003 924 PM 

(337) 364-3446 

http://aisp.net


From: Kanetake Ohana 
To: 
KJMWEB, Commissioner Adelstein 
Date: 
Subject: 

Dear FCC Commissioners, 

Today most of the nation's media is controlled by less that a dozen 
giant corporations looking to get even bigger. As a result, local and 
diverse viewpoints are being squeezed out of the public discourse. 

If regulations of media ownership are relaxed, this squeeze on social, 
political and cultural perspectives will accelerate, putting the very 
foundations of our democracy in danger. 

We the undersigned represent many sectors of the American public that 
cherishes the notion of our media system as a vehicle for spirited 
debate and lively discussion. While we do not often share a common 
political platform, we hold a common vision of a media system that 
supports plurality, not conformity, and that encourages the widest 
dissemination of information--controversial or otherwise. 

The FCC plans to vote on June 2 on a plan to deregulate media ownership 
that has not been released to the public. we are deeply concerned that 
this action, supported by only three out of five FCC commissioners, IS 
in violation of the FCCs mandate to regulate in the publlc interest. 

We hereby ask the Federal Communications Commission to cease and desist 
it's revision of media ownership regulations until it has thoroughly 
researched the impact of regulatory rollback and adequately consulted 
the public in revising these rules. 

This is copied from www.mediadiverstiy.org endorsement campaign cause 
they can write better than me. 

tellthefcca prometheusradio.org, Mike Powell, Kathleen Abernathy, Michael Copps, KM 

Sun, Jun 1,2003 9:24 PM 
PROTECT MEDIA DIVERSITY & PRESS FREEDOM 

Yours truly, 

Bob Kanetake 
137 Popoia Road 
Kailua, Hawaii 96734-3166 

e-mail. kanetakeb001a hawaii.rr.com 
(808) 262-4685 

http://www.mediadiverstiy.org
http://prometheusradio.org
http://hawaii.rr.com


From: Jenny Gilmore 
To: Mike Powell 
Date: 
Subject: Tomorrow's media vote 

We need more, not fewer, owners. We're overc ne with Rupert Murdock's agenda now. All we need IS 
for everything to mimic Fox and Clear Channel. How disgusting1 Rush Limbaugh etc. on every station 24 
hours a day!l We'll probably have to tune in the BBC to get the truth and that sure as heck isn't Bush 
Broadcasting Corp. That network already comes in via Fox. 

I realize this goes along with the administration's plan -give everyone one side (radical right wing) so we 
don't know the difference. 

We deserve more variety, not less. Please don't let one or two huge corporations give us all our news. 
It's disgusting already there are so few. Doesn't the American public deserve a choice?? We certainly 
won't have one if the rules on ownership are relaxed. 

Jenny Gilmore 
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From: Syd Smith 
To: Kathleen Abernathy 
Date: 
Subject: Media Control 

Commissioner Abernathy: 

Please consider this note as a gentle reminder of the duty you have to the citizens of this country to 
protect them from the wealthy few who could gain control of the news media in its entirety by changes in 
the rules of how many news outlets a group or individual may own. 

Our freedom depends to a great deal on having access to knowledge that is unbiased and from a variety 
of sources. Please provide for this in the future. 

Sincerely, 

Sydney D. Smith 

Sun, Jun 1,2003 9:26 PM 



From: Marvin Maxwell 
To: Kathleen Abernathy 
Date: 
Subject: Media Ownerships 

Sun, Jun 1,2003 9:28 PM 

The Honorable Kathleen Q Abernathy 

Dear Ms. Abernathy: 

monopolies. 

control of radio and television news and information in communities across our nation. And many of the 
corporations that are now lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules already have a known track 
record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the air. 

I urge you not to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American citizens from media 

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to gain near-total 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important issues. Therefore, 
for the sake of our democracy and our freedom, I urge you to continue the broadcast ownership 
protections that, for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy political debate in our country. 

Sincerely, 

Marvin Maxwell mbmax@eoni.com 
P. 0. Box 37 
Lostine, Or 97857-0037 

mailto:mbmax@eoni.com


From: Eriks Blaschka 
To: 
Adelstein 
Date: 
Subject: Your vote today 

Commisioners of the FCC: 

Being members of this democratic society, we wish to express our views to 
you and have you represent us, your constituents, in the important vote 
about to take place before your committee involving further deregulation of 
the media. We feel that it is not in the well 
being of a democratic society that the various avenues of information be 
held by a few major corporations. Most of , if not all of the commission 
has been given extravagant perks by the various media giants in order to 
se cure your vote in their favor. We admonish you to remember that you 
serve the people of the United States and it is your duty to preserve open 
speech in this great country. 

Sincerely, 

Jean and Eriks Blaschka 

Mike Powell, Kathleen Abernathy, Michael Copps, KM KJMWEB, Commissioner 

Sun, Jun 1,2003 9:34 PM 
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From: gwenevere torres davis 
To: Mike Powell, Kathleen Abernathy, Michael Copps, KM KJMWEB, Commissioner 
Adelstein 
Date: Sun, Jun 1,2003 9:38 PM 
Subject: Deregulation of the Media 

Dear FCC Commissioners: 

I am writing to register my deep concern regarding the FCC's motion to 
dismantle the current regulations on media ownership. If the proposal passes 
it will concentrate almost all media outlets into the hands of a few 
monopolistic conglomerates. The lack of diversity in ownership will 
homogenize programming and gravely narrow the scope of editorial content. 
The citizens of this nation will have fewer sources than ever before for 
balanced perspectives on the news. 

I passionately urge you to keep the current regulations in place. By doing 
so you will help preserve the kind of accessible freedom of speech that is 
the cornerstone of our democracy. 

Sincerely, 

Gwenevere Torres Davis 
Longmont, Colorado 
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From: Bob Cullen 
To: 
Adelstein 
Date: 
Subject: 

Dear Commissioners, 

I hear that the FCC plans to eliminate many of the restrictions on 
single-company ownership of media on a 3-2 vote. 

I very strongly oppose elimination of these restrictions. This is an issue 
of preserving free speech and democracy. Consolidation of ownership will 
destroy the process of public debate. The FCC Republican majority is not 
listening to the people (I am a long-time Republican voter). 

If necessary, I plan to ask the Congress to use their influence and support 
legislation to restore the restrictions that the FCC is trying to eliminate. 

Please do not eliminate these restrictions1 Thank you. 

Sincerely, Robert Cullen 

210 Ricker Rd 
Clearwater FL 33756 

Mike Powell, Kathleen Abernathy, Michael Copps, KM KJMWEB, Commissioner 
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From: Dave Johnson 
To: Kathleen Abernathy 
Date: 
Subject: Monopoly Rules 

I am opposed to any relaxing of the monopoly rules for media. We need more 
local sources of information not huge giants that will only care about the 
bottom line. Please listen to us we need local news not media giants! 

Dave Johnson 
6th Grade Science and Nordic Ski Coach 
Marshall School 
1215 Rice Lake Road 
Duluth, MN 5581 1 
Phone: 218-727-7266 ext. 180 
djohnson@marshallschool.org 
http://www.marshallschool.org 
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